2 Feb. 1993 



Dear Stephen: 

Good to hear from you. Hope you don’t mind me sending 
you the maps and the lists. You may find them helpful 
in your researches. (There’s no distance indicated in 
the maps, but it’s about 1 mile from the rooming house 
to the Tippit killing.) 

I like your letter to David Keck. It's very subtle, 
especially about the spelling errors. I have no idea 
what’s going on. It’s seems like a prankster stuffed 
old news in his return envelope. 

I have a lot of trouble accepting any sightings of Oswald 
& Co. before the assassination. He didn’t drive as far 
as we know and there’s no reason for any salesman to 
remember him. I worked as a saleman in Macy’s for six 
years and I couldn’t remember customers from day-to-day 
(•excepting the regulars), certainly not for months afterward. 
There's nothing unique about Oswald’s trip to a Furniture 
Mart and there's no reason it should have been remembered. 

Was Oswald the only customer in the store for months? 

(His occassional mentioning about the USSR and about 
coming into money may have been inserted afterward, as 
information became available on 11-22 and 11-23.) 

I’m not sure what Martino meant by Oswald’s mistake. It may 
be that Oswald left the theater prematurely. .1 used to think 
that Johnny Brewer was wrong about things, or that he tried 
to puff up his observations to play the hero, but I now think 
he saw what he saw and did what he did. The question becomes t 
where was Oswald coming from. He may have been coming from 
the Tippit shooting, although it took him a long time to 
get a few blocks. It may be he panicked inside the theater 
after buying a ticket. I tend to think the latter occurred. 
Neither Julia Postal nor the concessionaire were disturbed 
by his gate-crashing (Brewer certainly was) and there’s a 
behavioral consideration, too. If Oswald was on the run, 
why did he sit and watch the movie and allow the police to 
walk up to him. V/ouldn't .he have continued out the rear door? 
He may not have realized Brewer called the police, but he 
must have seen Brewer and Burroughs walk up the aisles and 
position themselves near the rear doors. (By the way, they're 
very brave men to do while a c op-ki.ller - sits in the theater!) 
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Without tooting my own horn, I think the conspiracy model 
I outlined is very strong. Compare it to the article in 
this issue of TTD by Peter Whitmey, who has done some good 
work in the past. Move over Roscoe White, here comes Cecil 
Small! Doesn't it seem to be a very strange conspiracy 
that has the patsy hitch a ride to Oak Cliff? These dark 
forces and psychopathic mechanics couldn't do better than 
this ? 

I spoke with Mark Zaid over the weekend. He was in NJ , but 
we couldn't have the chance to meet. He told me that a 
researcher associated with the House Committee told him 
that Oswald bought a ticket to the theater. If this is 
true, it provides great support for the conspiracy model, 
which was formulated without any inside information. I 
wrote Mark today to get more information on this. .I'll 
let you know if anything develops. 

I haven't as of this date got any reply from Jack White. 

I'm somewhat worried, as I don't know what kind of person he 
is and I'm appalled at his ignorance of research standards. 

He didn't understand the point of Against Badgeman, he didn't 
knovAvhat the word Falsification meant, and his resistance 
to psychological factors in perception leads me to believe 
there were few controls in creating Badgeman's image or in 
^resenting it to audiences. I'd as soon let everything drop, 
but I'll respond if he responds, personally or in TTD . His 
naivete with respect to current thinking in perception — what 
is it, Steve, with the failure of prominent researchers to 
be receptive to psychological factors — really opens him 
up to criticism. I suspect Badgeman's establishment 
doesn't meet the minimal standards of research. As he 
showed in his responses to some of my points, his thinking 
is bankrupt, tired fantasies, as I indicated. There is 
really no way to counter my fifth point without speculation -- 
and that's the point of the point! It may be time to 
reassess our thinking in this field. We are desprately in 
need of new thinking! 

It may also be time to start thinking of some of the 
implications of our positions, this only after 30 years. 

If the fix was in and Oswald was to be the patsy (and I 
think he was set-up) why did they leave three bullets? 

Exactly three? Not two, not four, but three? Any other 
bullet weakens the case against the patsy and grossly 
complicates the cover-up. (i think three bullets were 
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left because three were the number of shots gotten off or 
the number of hits by the true assassin . ) Never mind 
biangulation of fire, never mind triangulation of 
fire. All it took was one marksman with an automatic 
or semi-automatic rifle to assassinate Kennedy. He 
could easily have gotten off 3 shots in seven seconds. 
(Where ’d he shoot from? I don’t know, but probably from 
the TSBD since Oswald, the man who ran into the Rambler, 
was inside, the building, exactly where you want to place 
the patsy. ) 

When things get complicated, the simplest explanation 
is a good place, to hold to. 

Best wishes , ^ 




Dennis 
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